Dear Dave , 1 2/ b/ ( J 1 

Thanks for the pages of Gentry's book that relate to tho JFK assassination. I'll read 
them when I can annotate them. *3 you may recall, I oouotimoo make evaluations from slight 
personal experience if I consider that experience significant enough. With Gentry I begin 
with suspicions and if ± have no indojjendont reason to believe any filing he says 1 won't. 

^e phoned mo from San Francisco when ho was writing the Powers books that bore Powers' 
name, ho was interested in the imagined U— 2 conn > ction, Oswald an I recall either telling 
the U3oR about it ^he knew nothing about it) or tolling then what they needed to know 
to slioot it down. Which they did not need from anyone. Uo had a long talk, I went into 

Mr 

many particulars , he thanks me for taking all the time to make it clear to him and said 
he would not use it. and then he did, ini to sell books* jft did, too* 

I tlijnk you are correct in believing that the years VJ40-60 were tlie key to hoover' a 
development of real $ower. while it may have escalated when FDK asked him to nako socrot 
personal investigations :>.t aoomed when Truman started his "loyalty// program that Clark 
Clifford told °arl Bernstein was not a security program at all. 

I'm not at all sure that i-*=£s ^over "cracked the radicals in State” bu& x do know 
that ho was involved. And those fired were the victims of a pogrom and not in anybreal 
sense radicals. Otto Otopka or Francis iicKhight and John Peurifoy did it at State. I knew 
the latter two* 

The time period you mention also includes an enormous expansion in tho amount of 
potential blackmail information iioover developed in the course of the FBI's regular work. 

Did I ever tell you tliat before then he was known as tho best file clerk in the 
government? People knew and understood. 

His power was also enhanced by the anti-american G 0 ngresoional committees, AA cCornack/ 
Dicks tein before Dies and then in the Senate. lie got great batches of information from them 
and in helping them had them beholden to him. 

I do not know who tho Los angeles doctor you refer to at the Dallas nuthatch but 
from what you say he begins with a preconcpetion and lack basi^ knowledge of the available 
information, including wliat £ published and is irrefutable. .^id unretuted.I am so certain 
he is wrong I'm not checking the copies of the autopsy pictures I have or the medical 
artist's rendition of them* Tho back wound was precisely whero I position/it from tho ca- 
dence • In this regard you do not mention tlmt lie s;iid anything about the location of the 
anterior neck wound. If ho said the clothing was "wrong on the back wound, he can^t about 
the wound in the front* ^o, he ignores it fron wliat you said. 

Aside from Lattimer having earned his credentials by slicing a bullet like a s alam i and 

ignoring all inconsistent with his rudical-right position and the fact tliat muybo shooting 
fVu yk<. **• 

into a skull that is not attached to a living sot observes and muscles, there is evidence 
in th A-rays that refute Lattimer. I go into this, Dick jBernabei's observation, in PosJ 
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Moctem. The dispersal of 40 dust-like metal fragment*! in the front of the skull is »1(X$ 
inconsistent with the official mythology. The alleged bullet was designed not to behave 
that wa^ in conformity with the Genova convention on " humanitarian" warfare, ^t is harden- 
ed so it cannot beliave that way. 0 o ^attiraer ignores the obvious, tliat the kind of ammo 
he and tile government say was used could not havo deposited those minute fragments, about 
40 an I recall, so close to the front of the skull. 

I don't know how good Lattimer is in his field, urology, but in this field he is 
ridiculous despite the reputation ho has earned pnlg by virtue of having s*iid what his kind 
want Sudd and that lie has medical credentials, actually, when Burke liarshall let him see 
the autopsy material, first at that, ho was violating the letter agreement imposed on the 
heirs of the ^ JFK estate by the BJ. Urologists wore not included among those to be 

given access. I That seems to bo one area in vliich there is no real question about 
JFK! ) f 

Tliat is quite a commission to Frechette, to do his Indian carving on a massive 
butternut log. lie lias been making 10 inch statutes and this one to bo 10 feet! -*-t is 
too bad tliat TV never got interested in him and his work, which is magnificent in 
addition to liaving traditional Indian values and information. 

I had u call today from a NYPost reporter v/lio apparently is doing sone kind of 
u liver u tone story, iihe asked me about an article he wrote far for Premier liagazine? of 
which x never heard, lie must not have better availabilities if ho took time for a small 
publication. iinyway, oho perceptively noted tliat lie does not mention my name as Lardner 's 
source even though Lardner did. Odd tliat he avoids any mention oi my name when he knows 
very well tliat I am responsible for his present and possibly impending troubles, ka I 
now think more and more, even collingl^he shot. 

Hears t id doing a story but again I do not know its nature. The reporter is coming 



here holiday. 

Lardner now understands that Stone will permit reviewers to see the movie on the 
16th, or in time for the papers of the day before the movie opens. Jitill abnormal. There 
is nothing fehat can be stolen and unless this is part of his concept of a miistery buildup 
it is consistent only with The Creat One fearing he'll load his britches. 



Latdri a call from CBS llewu, 1JY. Bending a crew here Ai onday. 
They are doing a Stone segment or story about wliich I know 
nothing. With two weeks to go. 




